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HUB LAW OFFICES 

    

10 
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

11  

FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 
12 

) LASC No. BC 052395 
13 CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 	 ) 

INTERNATIONAL, A California not- ) [Former Marin County No. 
14 for-profit religious corporation; ) I52229, new Marin County 

) No. not yet assigned) 
15 	 ) 

) PLAINTIFF'S EX PARTE 
16 	 Plaintiff, 	) APPLICATION TO HAVE 

) TRANSFERRED FILE DEEMED 
17 	 ) COMPLETE AND ACCEPTED BY 

v. 	 ) THE CLERK OF THE COURT; 
18 	 ) REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS 

) AGAINST DEFENDANT GERALD 
191 	 ) ARMSTRONG AND HIS COUNSEL, 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al., 	) FORD GREENE 
20 	 ) 

) Date: November 15, 1994 
21 	 ) Time: 9:30 a.m. 

Defendants. 	) Dept: 1  
22 	 i 	 ) 
	 ) NO TRIAL DATE 

23 

24 	TO DEFENDANTS AND THEIR ATTORNEYS "OF RECORD: 
1 

25 	PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on November 15, 1994 at 9:30 a.m. 

26 as soon thereafter as may be heard, in Department 1 of the al-; 

27 entitled Court located at Hall Of Justice, 3501 Civic Center 

28 Drive, san Rafael, California, plaintiff Church of Scientolcs,c, 

1 
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1 International Will move this Court for an Order (1) that the 

in the above-entitled matter, recently transferred to this Cry_: 

3 by the Los Angeles County Superior Court, be deemed complete 

4 accepted by! the clerk of this Court and (2) that defendant a.. 

his counseli pay to plaintiffs $400 in sanctions pursuant to 

6 C.C.P. S1281,5. As grounds for the motion, plaintiff states tilat, 

7 at the request of the Marin County clerk, and at its own expene, 

8 plaintiff sent a paralegal to Marin County to assist in order:.;-1:4 

the file, which was received from Los Angeles in a highly 

10 disorganized state. Defendant's counsel agreed, by stipulat_ 

11 that he would have the file reviewed promptly once plaintiff;_ 

12 counsel's paralegal had organized the file, so that the Clerk 

13 could accept the file for processing, and to work with 

14 plaintiff's counsel to ensure that the file was promptly dee:a- 

15 complete. Despite many requests by plaintiff's counsel and tn- 

16 clerk, defendant's counsel failed to review the file until 

17 November 7,1994. At that time, he sent plaintiff's counsel 

18 letter claiMing that the file was incomplete, and identifying 

19 documents such as reporter's transcripts which were never a 

20 of the Los Angeles file, as the "missieg documents." Plaint 

21 counsel haslagraed to supply the Marin Court with every docum_. 

22 defendant claims should be part of the file, even those that 

23 clearly improper. Nonetheless, defendant still refuses to 

24 stipulate that the file is complete, because the file of a se_ 

25 case, Los Angeles Superior Court No. BC 084642, has not yet 

26 arrived in Marin. The delay deliberately caused by defendant 

27 inexcusable; and has forced plaintiff to the expense of briny. 

28 this motionJ 



This Application is based on this Application, the 

accompanying memorandum of points and authorities, the 

declaration of Laurie J. Bartilson, the records and files hereip 

and such other and further evidence as properly may be adduced 

the hearing of this Application. 

Dated: November 15, 1994 	 Respectfully submitted, 

Laurie J. Bartilson 
nowus G MOXON 

Michael Lee Hertzberg 

WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 

Linda Fong 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 

) LASC No. BC 052395 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, A California not- ) rFormer Marin County No. 
for-profit religious corporation; ) 152229, new marin County 

) No. not yet assigned] 

) MEMORANDUM OF POINTS ANL. 
) AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT 0 
) PLAINTIFF'S EX PARTE 

Plaintiff, 	) APPLICATION TO HAVE 
) TRANSFERRED FILE DEEMED 
) COMPLETE AND ACCEPTED BY 

v. 	 ) THE CLERK OF THE COURT; 
) REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS 
) AGAINST DEFENDANT GERALD 
) ARMSTRONG AND HIS COUNSEL, 

GERALD ARMSTRONG; et al., 	) FORD GREENE 

) Date: November 15, 1994 
) Time: 9:30 a.n. 

Defendants. 	) Dept: 1 

) NO TRIAL DATE 
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INTRoDUCTIOW 

2 	Plaintiff, Church of Scientology International ("the 
1 

3 Church") seeks with this application to end the delaying tactic_:; 

4 of defendant Gerald Armstrong and his counsel in connection -.4.itl: 

the routine transfer of the- file of this action from Los Ange

61 

	

	

, 

to Marin County. The file was ordered transferred to Marin on 

7 September i, 1994; defendant and his counsel have succeeded in 

8 keeping thd case from this Court (and pending diapositive motit , 

9 resolved) for more than two months. The file ie now here; thanii.-

1 1 to the effoirts of plaintiff's counsel's paralegal, it is 

11 organized and ready for the clerk to proceed. Defendant, 

12 however, has failed and refused to cooperate with plaintiff in 

13 providing the Court with the few documents which will make the 

14 file complete. Plaintiff therefore requests that this Court 

15 issue an order that, upon the filing by plaintiff of the six 

16 documents defendant claims are missing from the file, the file Lv: 

17 deemed complete, and the clerk assign a number to the new case 

181  consistent with its status as a case already consolidated into 

19  Case No. 157680, chargierjtol.Q.sy 	tional v_ 	r_itildtr 

20 Armstr.pno, et al., and that plaintiff be awarded its costs of 

21i making this Motion. . 

22 	ARMSTRONG AND EIS COUNSEL HAVE UNREASONABLY DELAYED 

23 	 ACCEPTANcE BY ?NIS COURT OP TEE LOs ANGELES PILE 

24 	The file in this action was ordered transferred from Los 

25 Angeles to Marin County on September 1, 1994 [Declaration of 

26 Laurie J. Bartilson, Ex. A]. on September 28, 1994, the Cleric of: 

27 the Los Angeles Superior Court notified the parties that the filt- 

28 had been transmitted to Marin [Id., Ex. 81. On or about October 

II 
2 



J.D..727 

1 12, 1994, Plaintiff's counsel, Laurie Bartilson, learned that 

2, file had been received by the Marin Superior Court Clerk's 

3 office, bui, that the file had arrived in such a disorganized 

4 state thatIthe Clerk intended to send it back to Los Angeles. 

5 Recognizing the difficulties inherent in organizing a large 

Ms. Bartilson offered to provide the Marin County clerk's offic;,.. 

7 with paralegal services to organize the file, at plaintiff's 

expense [14., S 4]. 

9Betty 'Posey, the Marin County clerk in charge of the 

10 indicated that plaintiff's offered help would be accepted, 

11' provided that defendant's counsel would agree. She recommende: 

12 that paralegals from both sides participate in the activity of 

11 organizing the file so as to ensure that no charges of 

141 partisanship erupted. (IA., 1 5.] For more than a week, Ms. 

15 Bartilson sought to obtain a stipulation from defendant's court.-  

16 that would permit the file to remain in Marin County, rather 

17 suffer the delay that a transmittal back to Los Angeles would 

18 necessarily entail. Finally, on October 21, 1994, defendant'.. 

19 counsel agreed to a stipulation which provided that plaint:Jf'- 

20 counsel would send a paralegal to the Marin County clerk's off__ 

2l to organize the file, and that, when such organization was 

22 complete, defendant would promptly send someone from his office 

23 to review the file, tt that the clerk would be assured that bc-.. 

24 sides had participated in the organization process. f;0.,  ¶ s 

25 and Ex. C thereto.) 

26 	In coordination with the Ms. Posey, Ms. Bartilson sent a 

27 paralegal to Marin County on October 25, 1984. Re worked with 

2g Marin County clerk personnel to organize the files on October 
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and completed the task on October 26, 1994. [Id., 1 7.) 

Plaintiff's counsel promptly notified Armstrong's counsel, Mr. 

3 Greene, whd stated that he would send someone to review the Ittl: 

on October 127 or 28. (Id., S  8.] 

5 	On October 31, 1994, Ms. Sartilson checked with Ms. Possy. 

and discovered that no one had come from Mr. Greene's office Ile 

7 check the file, although Ms. Posey had also called Mr. Green,1 

requested that he send someone. Ms. Bartilson spoke to Mr. 

1 
Greene again on October 31, and Mr. Greene stated that he 

10 intended t.c: send defendant Armstrong, who is Mr. Greene's 

11 employee, to review the file on Tuesday, November 1. [Id., 1 

12 	On November 2, 1994, Ms. Bartilson again called for Mr. 

13 Greene, and spoke to Armstrong, who answers Mr. Greene's 

14- telephone. :Armstrong stated that he still had not reviewed the 

15 file, and that he was not aware that Mr. Greene had agreed to 

1 5 send him to! review the file on November 1. t/d., 	10.] Ms. 

17 Bartilson sent a letter to Mr. Greene, requesting that he Com; 

18 with the wt4pulation. //d., Ex. D.J Mr. Greene did not resp7)..... 

19 until late bn November 3, when he sent a letter indicating thee 

201 Armstrong was "busy" and calling Ms. Bartilson'e letter "rude.' 

2 	tId., Ex. E] Armstrong did not review the file until Novenle.. 

22 7, 1994. 	[FA., 1 12.) 

23 
	

On November 7, 1994, Mr. Greene sent Ms. Dartilson a lett__ 

24: which listed thirteen "flaws" he claimed to have found in the 

251 file. These included such things as books and videotapes whit: 

26 plaintiff had lodged in Los Angeles and had returned to it by 

27y clerk, and evidentiary documents which had been served on Mr. 

281  Greene but never filed. Ms_ Bartilson reviewed Mr. Greene's 

4 
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list, and pr
i
oposed a stipulation to cure the defects. (Id., s.i 

13-14 and EXhibits F and G thereto.1 When she heard nothing -,fr,,, 

Mr. Greene, M. Bartilson sent him a second letter reiteratin 

the need for a stipulation, and giving notice that she interide,1 

to bring this application. (Bartilson Dec., Ex. H.] The let..._ 

Was faxed toi Mr. Greene at 12 noon on November 14, 1994. 

(Bartilson Dec., Ex. I.) 

Late on November 14, Mr. Greene responded. He insisted 

nearly every! document be provided to the Marin Court by 

in exchange for his stipulation. However, he also insisted ch 

stipulate to the file's completeness because the 

file for a companion case, Church oll_agieltalagyInLaKriationai 

;g-m$trong. et 41., LAsc No. BC 084642, had not been transferr. 

14 to Marin at the sane time. (Bartilson Dec., Ex. J.] 

15 	Case No 084642 was ordered consolidated into the instan,_ 
1 

16 case. It maintains its own case number, and Ms. Bartilson s4L' 

17 informed by the Marin clerk, Ms. Posey, that when it arrives 

18 Marin, it will not be processed as part of the file of the 

19 instant action, but will be given its own case number. 

20 (Bartilson Dec., 1 17.3 Hence there is no need to deem the fi 

21 of this case!"incomplete" while the file of another case is 

22. enroute. 

23' 	Furthers no prejudice could occur for want of the 084642 

24 file. There 'is no operative pleading in the case. A Second 

Amended Complaint was filed in the instant case, at Judge 

Horowitz's order, which combines the allegations from both of 

cases, and forms the only complaint under which plaintiff may 

5 
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he would not 
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23 4. 

24 

25:  

26 

27 

28 
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proceed.' 

The faile in this action has thus been placed into a form 

acceptable ;to the clerk, by plaintiff and at plaintiff's expen 

Defendant a:hd  his counsel have  delayed its processing for more 

than a month, even though this Court ordered the Los Angeles 

action consiplidated with Marin County Case No. 157680 in 

September, 4.994. partilson Dec., Ex. M.) Their willful failui-f 

to Comply With their stipulation, Which has had the effect 

grinding the case to a halt, is a clear example of a "bad-fa 

action or tactic" that is "solely intended to cause unnecess__, 

delay." C.Q.P. 5128.5. Pursuant to that section, plaintiff 

entitled to recover its costs of bringing this ex wartg 

application, in the amount of $400. 

CO$cLuSioN 

Defendaht, by his willful delay, has waived any right to 

object to the state of the file, if any he had, in the above-

entitled action. Upon the lodging by plaintiff of the documen 

listed in Mss Bartilson's declaration, the clerk should be 

ordered to deem the file complete and assign the case a Marin 

County number. Further, Armstrong and his lawyer should be 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

ordered to pay plaintiff its expenses of $400 in bringing this 

Armstrong is in default on this complaint, which may expla_ 
his desire toi delay the processing of the file. [8artilson 
Ex. L.] 



1 application 

Dated: Nov4mber 15, 1994 	 Respectfully submitted, 

Laurie J. Bartilson 
BOWLES & MOXON 

Michael Lee Hertzberg 

WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGc, 

By: 
Linda Fong 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
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10 
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

11 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 

12 
) LASC No. BC 052395 

13 CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 	 ) 
INTERNATIONAL, A California not- ) [Former Marin County No 

14,  for-profit religious corporation; ) 152229, new Marin County 
) No. not yet assigned) 

15 	 ) 
) DECLARATION OF LAURIE J. 

16, 	 Plaintiff, 	) BARTILSON IN SUPPORT OF 
) PLAINTIFF'S EX PARTE 

17 	 ) APPLICATION TO HAVE 
v. 	 ) TRANSFERRED FILE DEEMED 

18 	 ) COMPLETE AND ACCEPTED BY 
) THE CLERX OF THE COURT ANC 

19 	 ) FOR SANCTIONS 
GERALD ARMSTRONG; et al., 	) 

20 	 ) Date: November 15, 1994 
) Time: 9:30 a.m. 

21 	 ) Dept: 1 
Defendants. 	) 

22 	 1 	 ) NO TRIAL DATE 
) 

23 
AggLNAATiow  or Litu7ti4 J. „BARTILINN 

24 
I, LAURIE J. BARTILSON, hereby depose and state: 

25 
1. 	I alp an attorney licensed to practice law in the 

26 
of California l I am A partner in the law firm of Bowles 

27i  
and an counsel of record for plaintiff Church of Scientology 

28 
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International in the above-referenced action. I have personal 

2 knowledge Of the matters set forth herein and, if called upon 

do so, could and would competently testify thereto. 

2. The file in this action was ordered transferred from 

Los AmgeleS to Marin County on September 1, 1994. A true and 

correct copy of the order of transfer is attached hereto as 

7, Exhibit A. 

3. On September 28, 1994, the Clerk of the Los Angeles 

Superior coUrt notified the parties that the file had been 

10 transmittedlto Marin. A true and correct copy of this notice iF 

11 attached hf4eto as Exhibit B. 

12 	4. 	On or about October 12, 1994, I spoke to Marin County 

13 clerk Betty!Posey. Ms. Posey explained that the file in this 

14 action had been received by the Marin Superior Court clerk's 

15 office, butithat the file had arrived in such a disorganized 

16 state that sihe intended to send it back to Los Angeles. Wantie, 

17 to avoid the delay inherent in the file going baCk to Los 

18 Angeles, and understanding the difficulty faced by both county 

19 clerks' offices in dealing with such.a large file, I offered to 

20 provide the Marin County clerk's office with paralegal services 

21 to organize the file, at the expense of the plaintiff. 

22 	5. 	Ms. Posey indicated that the offered help would be 

23h accepted, provided that defendant's counsel would agree. She 

24 recommended that paralegals- from both sides participate in the 

251 activity of Organizing the file, so as to ensure that no charges 

26! of partisanship erupted. 

27 	6. 	For more than a week, I tried to obtain a stipulation: 

28;  from defendant's counsel, Ford Greene, that would permit the 

5 
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to remain in Marin County. Finally, on October 21, 1994, Mr. 

Greene agreed to a stipulation which provided that plaintiff/ -1 

counsel would send a paralegal to the Marin County clerk's of,'' 

to organize ithe file, and that, when such organization was 

complete, defendant would promptly send someone from his offir 

to review the file, so that the clerk would be assured that Y.1c 6 

sides had pa!rticipated in the organization process. A true 

correct copy of that stipulation is attached hereto as Exhil7:: 

7. 	In coordination with the Ms. Posey, I sent a paral 

10 from my office, Matthew Ward, to Marin County on October 25 

111 1994. He worked with Marin County clerk personnel to organi 

12I the files on October 25, and completed the task on October %r 

23 1994. 

14 	8. 	By telephone, I promptly notified Mr. Greene that 

15 Ward had oorlpleted his work. Mr. Greene stated that he woul 

16, send someone to review the file on October 27 or 28. 

17 	9. 	On October 31, 1994, I called Ms. Posey, and disco 

18 that no one '!.had come from Mr. Greene's office to check the 

19 although Ms. Posey had also called Mr, Greene and requested 

20 he send someone. Accordingly, I called Mr. Greene again on 

21. October 31, :and Mr. Greene stated that he intended to send 

221 defendant Armstrong, who is Mr. Greene's employee, to reviv* 

23 file on TueSday, November 1. 

24 	10. On November 2, 1994, I again called for Mr. Greene 

25 spoke to Artstrong, who answers Mr. Greene's telephone. 
1 

26 Armstrong sated that he still had not reviewed the file, 

27 that he was 'not aware that Mr. Greene had agreed to send hr 

28 review the file on November 1. I sent a letter to Mr. Gres, 
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demanding that he comply with the stipulation. A true and 

correct copy !of that letter is attached hereto as Exhibit D. 

11. Mr.1  Greene did not respond to my letter until late el, 

November 3, %;then he sent a letter indicating that Armstrong 

"thuse and calling my letter "rude." A true and correct co 

this letter ie attached hereto as Exhibit E. 

12. Armstrong, despite all promises, did not complete hi_ 

review of the file until November 7, 1994. 

12. On November 7, 1994, Mr. Greene sent me a letter Ne7= 

10 listed thirteen "flaws" he claimed to have found in the file, 

11 These included such things as books and videotapes which 
I 

12 plaintiff had lodged in Los Angeles and had returned to it b 
i 

13 clerk, and evidentiary documents which had been served on Mr. 

14 Greene but never filed. A true and correct copy of this let-- 

15 is attached hereto as Exhibit F. 

16i 	14. I 4eviewed Mr. Greene's list, and proposed a 

17 stipulation to cure the defects. A true and correct copy of 

18 proposed stipulation is attached hereto as Exhibit G. 

19 
	

15. Mr. Greene did not respond to my letter of November 
1 

20 1994. On NoVember 14, 1994, I sent him a second letter, ask). 

21' that he agree to the stipulation I had proposed, and giving 

22 notice that t intended to proceed with this ex parte applicat: 

23 A true and correct copy of my letter is attached hereto as 

24] Exhibit R. the letter was faxed to Mr. Greene at 12 noon. 

25! true and correct copy of the telefax transmittal sheet is 

26 attached hereto as Exhibit I. 

27 	16. 	Mr. Greene responded to my letter on November 14. 

28 insisted that nearly every document be provided to the Marin 

2 

P. -F. 
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1; Court by plaintiff in exchange for his stipulation. However, he 

2 

5 

6 

7t Exhibit J. I, responded to his letter by offering to provide 

also inmistedithat he would not stipulate to the file's 

completeness because the file for a companion case, ghurch ol  

agigaml e'rgsuealyttr , LASC No. BC 

084642, had nOt been transferred to Marin at the same time. A 

true and correct copy of his letter to me is attached hereto as 

all 

8 of the documents he still considered necessary to the marin Cle-

9• at plaintiffis expense, in order to end the delay. A true and 

10 correct copy !of my letter to Greene is attached hereto as Fxhil. 

11 

12 	17. I have been informed by Ms. Posey that when Case NuL 

14 the file of the instant action, but will be given its own case 

131 BC 084642 arrives in Marin, it will not be processed as part of 

15 number. lienCe there is no need to deem the file of this case 

16A 	"incomplete "' while the file of another case is enroute. 

17. 	18. There is no operative pleading in Case No. BC 084642 

18, A Second Amended Complaint was filed in the instant case, at 

19 Judge Horowitz's order, which combines the allegations from be 

of the cases, and forms the only complaint under which plaint'' 

may proceed 

19. Armstrong is in default in the instant case because 

has never died an answer to the Second Amended Complaint, A 

24 true and correct copy of the clerk's notification of default 

25' attached hereto as txhibit L. 

26 	20. Tn September, 1994, this court ordered the instant 

27 consolidated with Marin County Case No. 157680. A true and 

28 correct copy of the order of consolidation is attached here- 

5 

20 

21 
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Exhibit 14.! 

21. ":1 have agreed that I will provide the clerk with try 

and correct copies of the following documents which defenda;:u 

Armstrong has asked be made a part of the file in this action7 

I- Exhibits filed at the hearing on Order to Show C=L.- 

re; Contempt of Gerald Armstrong; 

j- Reporter's Transcript of hearing of May 26, 1992: 
1 
Opposition of Amicus Curiae and Proposed Interv*c!--

Zoseph A. Yanny to Plaintiff's Ex Parte Application to 

Extend T.R.O. Against Gerald Armstrong; 

Plaintiff's Status Conference Questionnaire, datr, 

November 9, 1992; 

Armstrong's Memorandum in Sur-Reply on Order to 

Cause; 

Notice of Related Case. 

22. My normal billing rate is $200 per hour. I have 

expended one hour of my time preparing this declaration and 

application', and I anticipate that I or my co-counsel, Linda 

Fong, will Spend at least an additional hour at the hearing c„, 

I declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoin• ti  

true and correct. 

Executed this 14th day of November, 1994 at Los Angeleb, 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 this matter: 

211 

22 

23 

24 California. 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Michael Lee Hertzberg 
740 8roadway,1 5th Floor, 
New York, MeV York 10003 
(212) 982-98710 

Andrew E. Wilson SBN f063209 
WILSON, RYAN 4 CAMPILONGO 
235 Montgome ly Street 
Suite 450 	1 
San Francisoc, California 94104 
(415) 391-3900 

2 

3 

3 0 
ORIGINAL RCRO1  

SEP - 1 1994 

LOS ANGELES 
5.1PERIOR COURT 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Laurie J. Bartilson SBN $139220 
BOWLES 4 moniN 
6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Hollywbod, CA 	90028 
(213) 	953-3340 

Attorneys for Plaintiff and 
Cross-Defendant CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
13 

FOR THE COUNTY: OF LOS-ANGELES 
14 

15 CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 
INTERNATIONAL, a California not- ) CASE NO. DC 052395 

16 for-profit religious corporation, ) 
) STIPULATION AND OADER 

17 ) CHANGING VENUE 
) 

18 Plaintiffs, ) 	[C.C.P. 	5397(e)] 
) 

19 ) Hearing: 
vs. ) DATE: 

2• ) TIME: 8:30 A.M. 
) DEPT: 30 

21 GERALD ARMSTRONG: THE GERALD ) 
ARMSTRONG CORPORATION, ) TRIAL DATE: Nov. 7, 1994 

22 California cOrperation; Does 1 ) DISC. CUTOFF: Oct. 7, 1994 

23 
25 I$apsivr, ) MTN CUTOFF: Oct. 21, 1994 

) 
Defendants. ) 

24 

25 

) 

AND RELATED ROSS-COMPLAINT. 
) 
) 
) 

26 

27 

28 



the transfer anti the Superior Court of Marin County ehall be 

proper court for enforcement of those orders; and (4) discoven:-

in the case shall continue while the transfer is pending. 

Attorney for Defendant= 
Gerald Armstrong and - 
Gerald Armstrong 
Corporation 

Dated: 
son ur e J. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Church of Scientology 

oppiimeleumew..- 

Dated: _15 i _19ctti 
Greene 

V 
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The parties agree that (1) the place of trial of this act c:'. 

2 be changed tothe Superior Court of Marin County for the purpcz-2 

3 of consolidation with the pending case of aa=h-21—Zite. 
4 	 Marin County Superls:: 

Court Case No. 1576$0; (2) payment of costs and fees of the 

6 transfer be made by plaintiff Church 	ScientolOgy 

7 International; (3) all orders previously entered in this W.i7; 

$ shall remain in full force and effect before, during and afci: 

9 

10 

1 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1- 

17 

1$ 

19 

20 

2 

22 	 ORDER 

23 	The parties having agreed, and good cause appearing, 

24 	IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

2 	1. gh4roholi.S.olgttpliMatite..raetianeLae....atrAIA 

26• perrstrong, et 141,.,  case No. BC 052395, be transferred to the 

27 Superior court of Marin County on payment by plaintiff, Chure 

28 Scientology International, o all fees required by law. 
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1 	2. 	The court clerk transmit a certified copy of this credo 

2 and all theip1eadings and papers filed in this action to the 

3 clerk of the Superior Court of Marin County forthwith. 

4 	3. 	Ail orders previously entered in this action shall 

5 remain in fUll force and effect before, during and after the 
1 

6 transfer and the Superior Court of Marin County shall he the 

7 proper Courts for enforcement of those orders; and 

	

4. 	Discovery in the case shall continue while the tran$4.7r 

9 	s pending. 

1 	 SEP - 11994 
1 	Date: 

 

David A. HorFwitz 

  

12 

13 ihulmstmxvilmismCvs,  

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

2$ 

 

Superior Court Judge 



- 	• _ 
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Andrew H. Wilson 
WyLSoN, RYAN 4 CAMrILogoo 
235 Montgomery Street 
Suite 490 

3 San Francisco California 94104 
(415) 391-393 

Laurie 	Bartilson 
MOW= 4 KOMON 
6255 Sunset Sault:Nardi  Suite 2000 
Hollywood, CA 10028 
(213) 463-439 

Attorneys for Plaintiff and 
Cross-Defandant CHURCH or SCIENTOLOGY 
INTMATIONAL ; 

12 
CHURCH. O£ SCIEN70LOGY 	 ) 

13 INTIANATIONAL,:m California not- ) MARiN CASK HO.. 157.640 
far-profit religious corporation; ) LOS ANGZLES CASE NO. 

14 	 i 	 ) 	IC 052395 
-1:Plaintiff, 	) - 

) [CONSOLIDATED) 
vs. 	 •• 

GERALD ARMSTRONG; 	GER),LD 
ARMSTRONG CORPOIATION, a 
California corporation; DQ4S 
25 INCLUSIvE 

Defendants. 

AND RELATED cniss-compuixT 

It is stiptIlated by and between plaintiff Church Of 

Scientology International and defendants Gerald Arastrong and th= 

Gerald Arnatrong Corporation, by and through their respective 

attorneys of record, that vlaintiffis attorneys, Bowles Dioxon, 

shall Sind t paralegal to the Marin superior Court clerXfs offict: 

to assist the Clerk in plr%.tng in order the file in case Nuvabec 

SC 052 395, recently tranz:!.krred from Los Angeles to Marin, allo 

41545653 18 
	

10-24 -94 09.24A14 P002i $12 

4 

6 

10 	 EdiptRIOR COURT or THE STATE OP cALIFORNIA 

34 	 Polk VIE CoUNTY Of MARIN 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2 

26 

2 

23 

I 
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prepare the file for use by the Court. Xt is further stipulact:5 

that OhCe the Bowles and Koxon paralegal has completed the task 

3 of placing the Mile in order, plaintiff/a =tinsel, Laurie 

4 Bartilson, will notify defendants/ counsel, Ford Greene, and a 

deaignee from e. Greene's office will promptly review the file. 

6 Mr. Greene will notify Ma. sartilaon es econ a* this review i$ 

7 complete. The parties further agree to work together to resolve 

any differences that may arise so that-the-file.  miy be reidi14 

9 usable by the Court. 

lo 

11. bated: OotOber 21, 1954 

12 

/3 

13 

16. Dated: October 21, 19514 

17 

18.'  

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY 

Attorney for Defendants GEPAL4_ 
ARMSTRONG and GERALD OXSTRONG 
OORPORATION 

4 

ilS456S318 
1C-24-94 101;24A14 PCO2 S27 
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Los Angeles Superior Court 
Transfer Unit, Room 102 
111 N. Hill Street 
Los Angeles, CA 9(3012 
(213) 893-0190 

ki  

e
. 
 0 

l'At:t. illtilifA -.-ut,-.. 

5 V' 2 a 1991 /2  

AIN DEPUTY 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, ' COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

Ca= Somber 

CH URC4.4 OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL 
Pleintiff(s) 
	 SC052395 

VS. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 
	 isicYr x e c)F 

u 	c c INc "I" RA 
Defendant(0) 

TO THE ABOVE NAMED PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

SOWLES AND MOXON 
6255 SUNSET BLVD 
SaTE 2000 
HOLLYWOOD, CA 	90028 

HUB LAW OFFICES 
711 SIR FRANCIS DRAKE BLVD 
SAN ANSELMO, CA 846160 

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 399 Code Of Civil Procedure, you are her ,  
notified that the papers and pleadings in this case have this date travn ti-ansiTsit-te-
SUPERIOR COURT MARN COUNTY 

Dated: 	September 28, 1994 	 Edward M. Kritzm-art, Executive Officer 
Clerk of the Superior Court 
County of LFla Angeles 

//
/ ,' :- 

By-  , 

	

	/ 
-ez e4 tx--- , Deputy 

C. SWAIN 

CERTIFICATE or mA3L2144 

I ea not a party to the within action and over the a,* of IS years. I as familiar with the Los Antelms Ov.,-
Go4.irm practice for col1ett4on and prim...sifts/0 correspondence and know that suon Correspondence is oepoeit-
the vnitad States Pastel Service the maim Omy it is delivered to the mail MOO in %me Los Antilles Sup.orior 
I declare under penalty of periwri under the law* of the state of Californis that I delivered a true cam ,---
above notiO0 to the attorneys of rePord end placed the cop7 in a wealh envelope vith postage prepaia to t 
rotas of this court. 

Dated: 	September 28, 1994 	 Edward M. Kritzman, Executive Oflic. 
Clerk of the Superior Court 
County ofrLos/Angelea 

- 	• 	 ;Deputj,  
DI SWAIN 

AO* 
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BOWLES & MOXUN 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

COSS SUNSET BOULEVARD 
SUITE 2000 

HOLLYWOOD, CALIFORNIA 90028 

(213) 441-4345 
TELECOTIER (213) 953-3351 

A VA NIA% 

or COLN.= . 
adeln tit. c,e.1(3,01 

leARce_Lot-i.ru 	. 
LL3LIE T.W. ScAiti 

November 2, 1994 

BY TELEFAX AND GAL MAIL 

Ford Greene, Esq. 
Hub Law Offices 
711 Sir Francis Drake Blvd. 
San Anselmo, California 94960-1949 

Re: Cht,Irch_of Scientoloav LatAxiiatiZ"4...LY,--.Q2121—ArD3and.tr 

Dear Ford: 

I spoke today with the Marin Court clerk, Betty Posey, and 
with your paralegal, Gerald Armstrong, concerning your review of 
the file in the above transferred case. As you will recall, we 
stipulated on October 21 that I would send a paralegal to Marin 
to place the file:in order, and that, upon notification, "a 
designee from Mr. Greene's office will promptly review the file. 
Mr. Greene will notify Ms. Bartilson as soon as this review is 
complete." 

On Wednesday, October 26, I informed you that Matt Ward had 
completed his work on the file. You informed one that you would 
send someone to review the file on either Thursday, October 27 cr 
Friday, October 28. You did not do so. On Monday, October 31, 1 
spoke to you again. You informed re that you intended to send 
Mr. Armstrong to review the file on Tuesday, November I. Today, 
when 1 spoke to Mr. Armstrong, he still had not reviewed the 
file, and insisted that he was not aware that you had agreed to 
send him to review the file on November 1. He told me that he 
hoped to go to court to review the file "within the next 24 
hours." 

Please be advised that in the event that you or someone fro:  
your office does riot complete your promised file review tomorro,: 
November 3, that plaintiff will appear ex parte before Judge 
Thomas on Friday, November 4, at 9:30 a.m., and request an orde.t 
that the file be deemed complete and accepted by the Marin court 



Ford Greene, Esq. 
November 2, 1.994 
Page 2 

without your review. At that time, I will also request sanctions 
for the expenses involved in making the motion, which, given our 
stipulation, ahould!have been unnecessary. 

Please advise me promptly whether you intend to review the 
file on November 3 or not. 

Sincerely, 

BOWLE /A MOXON 

Lau ie 	B 	son 

1.314:mfh 
cc: Andrew H. Wilson, Esq. 

Michael Lee Hertzberg, Esq. 
Paul Morantz, :Esq. 





HUB LAW OffICES 
sot cw4r.cis DtPxt sOulfv1aD 

son ansELMO. coLifOCAtA 9416e-I449 

141W 2S$ -0360 

L:Lvrst No 107.01 
FAcs:miLL (41t-i 

November 3, 1994 

Laurie J. Bartilson 
B0WLES is MOXON 
6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Los Angeles, CA 9000 

RE: Scientology v. Armstrong 
Marin County Superior Court 
Case No. 457 680 

uy TelilcoRier 
213-953-3351 

   

Dear Laurie: 

resent the tone of your letter dated November 2, 1994 
regarding the file that was shipped from Los Angeles. First, my 
client and I did not have to stipulate to Matt Ward's assistance 
in putting the file , in order, in the absence of which it would 
have been returned to Los Angeles. We entered such stipulation 
in order to accommodate your desire that there not be unnecessary 
delay, In light of this, the rude tone of your letter and lack 
of reciprocity is offensive, as are your threats. 

Mr. Armstrong has been busy completing other matters and has 
not been able, until today, to conduct his review. Over the last 
several months, I have endeavored to work with you in a spirit of 
cooperation. The tone of your letter undermines that. 

:acg 
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sa151 ?MOW; 

L:cu•int No 107601 
Fr+tsimiLz (415) 456-!-21:_ 

November 7, 1994 

Laurie J. Bartilson 
	

Ay TelecOpifitK 
BOWLES & MOXON 
	

213.953.3351 
6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Los Angeles, California 90028 

RE: church of Scientology International v. Armstrong 
Loo Angeles Superior Court 
Case No. BC 052 395 

Dear Laurie: 

Our review of the file shows that the following documents in 
the above referenced case have not been transferred from Los 
Angeles to the County of Marin: 

1. Ail of Armstrong /IT; 

2. All videotapes and books lodged by Scientology with 
clerk in LA; 

3. All exhibits from 7/28/94 Judge Wayne hearing on CSC 
contempt; 

4. Reporter's Transcripts of Proceedings (all hearings 
except 3/3/92 Judge Dufficy hearing re TRO); 

B. 	Opposition of Amicus Curiae and Proposed Intervenor 
Joseph A. Yanny to Plaintiff's Ex Parte Application to 
Extend T.R.O. Against Gerald Armstrong filed +5/4/92; 

6. (Plaintiff's) Status Conference Questionnaire (Status 
Conference 11/9/92), filed + 11/2/92; 

7. Plaintiff's Exhibits 1-10 for Hearing on Order to Show 
Cause Why Gerald Armstrong Should Not Be Held in 
Contempt, filed + 3/2/93; 

s. 	(Plaintiff's) Request for Judicial Notice of Documents 
Previously Filed in Church of Scientology Internationai 
vs. Armstrong; and Declaration of Laurie J. Bartilson, 
filed ± 3/2/93; 
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Laurie J. Bartilson 
November 7, 1994 
page 2. 

By Telecopier 

  

9. (Plaintiff's) Request for Judicial Notice of Documents; 
Declaratien of Laurie J. Bartilson, filed 4- 3/2/93; 

10. Defendant Armstrong's Memorandum in Sur-Reply on Order 
to Show Cause Re Contempt, filed 3/3/94 

11. (Plaintiff's) Notice of Related case (BC 084642 and BC 
052395), filed 4- 8/6/93 

12. Bartilson Letter to Judge Diane Wayne re OSC re 
Contempt dated 7/19/94; 

13. The documlents already noted as missing by Matt Ward. 

Finally there '!remains the matter of the transfer of the 
$70,000 bond which ithe LA clerk is supposed to send to the Marin 
clerk. 

Until these matters are included in the file, we will not 
deem that the file is complete. Please advise me how you want t•:1 
approach making the fil 

GREENE 

:acg 
cc: Betty Posey, Deputy Clerk Mcsc 





Titcrixsr powiis 
MOWitICX L 140.XON 
lAiltsr 7. stAKTILtaN t 
WUD4ALACARW; 

,MOAMMMMNOUrox 
8 AL 	AMOS= 1:14 TICE DUTFICT OF 0:34.1-14SIA 

8110 Maim= a rca=641341,WTS 
$ ALIO AnitirrED 

HOWLES & MWUI 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

6155 SUNSET BOULEVARD 
SUITE 2000 

HOLLYWOOD, CALIFORNIA 900725 
ii*VA MA2-* 

(213) 463.4395 
TELECOP1ER (213) 953.3351 

OF CiatiNgtL 
JEANNE M. Ca.vic.A-: 

MA u-wain  x. Da mi.,1; A 
LESLIE 	SOA,314  

November 8, 1994 

BY TELtrkx AND U.S. NAIL 

Ford Greene, Esq. 
Hub Law Offices 
711 Sir Francis Drake Blvd. 
San Anselmo, California 94960-1949 

Re: Church of .Scientology internaelaaalv. Gerald Armtrona, 

Dear Ford: 

Thank you for your letter of November 7 concerning the Marir 
files. I think that we should be able to cooperatively resolve 
each of the issues ': that you raise. Here are my suggestions: 

1. If what you refer to as "Armstrong II/" is Los Angeles 
Case Number BC 084642, I have been informed by the clerk that 
this case is being! transferred separately, and will be given a 
separate case number when it arrives in Marin County. I will 
undertake to make certain that the Los Angeles clerk sends the 
file, and will post the requisite fees. 

2. Videotapes and books: those items lodged with the 
court were lodged at the court's request, and returned to re 
after each hearing; It is not the policy in Los Angeles Superior 
Court to file these oversized particles, but to lodge and return 
then. I would be happy to re-lodge them in Marin, but 2 am 
certain that the clerk there would prefer that I do so only in 
the event that such a document is referenced in a matter that is 
actually before the court. If you would like me to lodge any 
particular videotape or book, please let me know. 



Ford Greene, Esq. 
November 8, 1994 
Page 2 

3. OSC exhibits: None of these appear on the Los Angeles 
Court docket, and none appear to have been retained by that 
court. If they are not a part of the Los Angeles court files, 
they cannot be transferred to Marin. 

4. Reporter'sTranscripts: These are not routinely part 
of the court's file,Oput must be privately ordered from the Court 
reporter. They werelnot part of the Los Angeles file. 

5. Manny Opposition: This was the only document which 
Matt noted as missing from the file. I an Willing to waive its 
appearance in the file; I suggest that if you feel differently, 
you provide a copy to the clerk, since it is a document filed on 
your client's behalf,. 

6. Plaintiffs Status Conference Questionnaire: This did 
not appear on the LOs Angeles docket. I will provide a copy to 
the Marin County clerk. 

7. - 9. 	Plairttiff's Exhibits 1-10 for Hearing on OSC, and 
Requests for Judicial Notice: These documents were served on you 
prior to the hearing that was scheduled before Judge Wayne in 
March of 1993. The' hearing did not take place, and the documents 
►ere never filed. They are not a part of the court file in Los 
Angeles, and should:not be part of the court file in Marin. 

10. Armstrong's Sur-Reply: Matt says that this document is 
in the Marin file.; You have it listed by the wrong date. If you 
wish to file another copy of it, we have no objection. 

11. Plaintiff's Notice of Related Case: This would be part 
of the file of thtllater-filed case, Number BC 084642, which is 
not yet transferred. 

12. Letter to Judge Wayne: The judges of the Los Angeles 
Superior Court normally do not docket correspondence. It is not 
in the Los Angeles,:  file, and need not appear in the Marin file. 

13. Document's noted missing by Matt: Matt noticed only 1 
and 5, above, other than orders continuing the hearing on the 
order to Show Cause, which I will supply to the court. 

p 



Lauri J. Bartilson 

-17'-i 	• LLI 

Ford Greene, Esq. 
November 8, 1994 
Page 3 

I propose that Ve provide the clerk with copies of the 
documents noted above as necessary immediately, and stipulate 
that the file for this case is thereafter Complete. The file of 
Case Number BC 08464 will have to be handled as a separate case 
file. It should be much simpler for all concerned, since it is a 
small case file. If;  you agree, please sign below and return your 
signature to me by fax. 

Sincerely, 

BOWLES & MOXON 

SO STIPULATED: 

Ford Greene, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendants 
GERALD ARMSTRONG and 
GERALD ARMSTRONG CORPORATION 

LJB:aeu 
cc: Andrew H. WilsOn, Esq. 

Michael Lee Hertzberg, Esq. 
Paul Morantz, Xsq. 

P. 
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BOWLES & MOXON 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

6155 SUNSET BOULEVARD 
SLITS 1C00 

HOLLYWOOD, CALIFORNIA 90023 

November 14, 1994 

BY TELUAX AND U.S. NAIL 

Ford Greene, Esq. 
Hub Law Offices 
711 Sir Francis Drake Blvd. 
San Anselmo, California 94960-1949 

Re: gklurch ot_2cieritology ;ntRrnational,.v. Gerald Armstrong  

Dear Ford: 

On November 8, I wrote to you concerning the file that had 
been transferred in the above-entitled case from Los Angeles to 
Marin County. In my letter, 1 proposed solutions to each of the 
items that you claimed were missing from the file. As you know, 
most of the items were items that are not normally kept as part 
of the court's file in either county. I suggested that we enter 
into a stipulationas to the two or three items that were, in 
fact, missing from! the file, and that either you or I supply 
those items to the!  court so that the file could be deemed 
complete. A copy of my letter and proposed stipulation is 
attached. I have heard nothing from you in response, and you 
have not returned any of my calls. 

Please be advised that if I am not able to obtain your 
agreement today 	a stipulation which will complete the file in 
Marin County, I wi41 move ex parte tomorrow, in Department 1 of 
the Marin County Superior Court at 9:30 a.m. for an order dee.minc 



Ford Greene, Esq. 
November 14, 1994 
Page 2 

the file to be complete, and assigning it a cast number 
consistent with Judge Thomas's earlier order of consolidation. 

Sincerely, 

BOWLES ty MOXON 

Laurie J, Bartilson 

LJB:aeu 
cc: Andrew H. Wilson, Eq-

Michael Lee Hertzberg, 
Paul Morantz,lEsq, 
Betty Posey, yarin Superior 

BY TELWAI 
Esq. BY TELEIAX 

BY TELZrAI 
Court Clerk $Y TELEFAX 
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FAX NO: 	  

FROM: 	  

COMMENTS: 

There are 	pages to this transmission, incIuding this par. 

COSEIDENTIALITY yam E 

The documents nocc mpanying this Vansreission contain confidential informatic-n be/origins 
to the se= which is privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the individual 
or entity named abevti If you are not the intended recipient named above, you Are hereby 
notified that any disclosers, copying, distribution or the taking of my action based on the contents 
of the accompanying &feigner= is prohibited. If yo have received this owl: mist= in error, 
please notify the sender; immediately by telephone to arrange for the return of the 4=r-dem, 

MS FACSIMILE IIANSNIrt•SION. IT WAS 
WM/ 	 • 
PAGES WERE GARBLED, PLEASE MEND PAGES: 

Theuk You. 

TO: 
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November 14, 1994 

Laurie 3. Bertilecn 
lon,113 # 300000N 
4285 Sunset soulsvatxd, 'Mite 2000 
Loa Angeles, California 90028 

UMW Se. lanai 
FAititplas (414) 05a-4318 

BT  
213.'33.3 Si 

22! Church or Scientology International v. Armstrong 
Los Ang*. Superior Court 
Casa No. SO 092 302 

Dear Laurie: 

will not stipulate to maXing an order maXing into twc 
separate cases what is a single vase, particularly when, as you 
know, Zudge Xotowitz.ordared the two oases oonsolidated, 
AMU. 

Thus, my response to your 13 points in your NOvember nth 
letter is as follows: 

1. This in unacceptable. Judge Horowits ordered these two 
oases consolidated on October 6, 2.093. 

2. This l& fine. Thera is no need for re-lodging. 

3. This Material is a 'serious part of the record end suet 
be found. I will stipulate to nothing unless the 
exhibits that you employed in an effort to have my 
client jail,4  for contempt are found, of in tba 
alternative, you stimulate that said ekhibS.ita aro 
repleood. 

4. Tho transcript of oral argument before Judge Sohigian 
011  may 36, 1092 was pert of the record below. T will 
stipulate to nothing unless this, is wads part of the 
record, as it VAS. 

5. 'You must expressly stipulate to the inclusion of this 
in the file and provide it tc the court because you 
stipulated that you would pay all Coats of the 
transfer. 

	

4. 	Agreed. 

	

7. 	Agreed. 

l•e/M 	 41545553SO 
	 11-14—Q4 040/P$ ?Co 0 
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Laurie J. Bartilson 
November 14, 1.994 
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By Teleoopier 

  

1. 	Agreed. 

9. Agreed. 

10. You must SlOpsaasly stipuleta to Valk inclusion of this 
in the tile. 

This is pait at the eonuolidated file and must be 
Ine1uled. 

13. Agreed. 

13. Agreed. 

You fail to addrlaSS this attar of the bond. 

I called you at*. Wilson's request to sort these things 
out, however, you wet,e not available. Please be advised that I 
will seek sanctions for your forcing me to she an unacassary 
appearance tomorrow and also 	 r notice was net tinely 
served. 

441 
co: Andrew H. Wilson (by fax) 

miehael L. Herteberg 
X40hae1 Walton 

4t545E5310 	 11-14-94 04 clFti 1,003 c 
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November 14, 1994 

BY TSLETAX AND D.S. 1 1L 

Ford Greene, Esg. 
Hub Law Offices 
711 Sir Francis Drake Blvd. 
San AnsaImo, California 94960-1949 

Re: Church of scient2;ogy tnternaticnal v. Gerald Armstrong 

Dear Ford; 

Thank you fOr your letter of this date. I believe that, 
that you have chosen to respond, we can resolve most of the 
issues that you have raised. 

Although I disagree that most of the items noted in your 
letters of November 8 and November 14 are or should be a part cr 
the record in this case, I will lodge with the Marin clerk true 
copies of documents described in your numbers 3, 4, 5, 6, 10 and 
11, and inform her that we believe that they are missing from 
file, and should'be included therein. 

As for the records from the other Los Angeles action, NumbEI 
SC 084642, the Marin clerk has informed me that they will not 
hold this file unprocessed while waiting for those documents, 
even though the cases are consolidated. In their view the case: 
are two separate:case files, and we are required to pay two seta 
offees for their processing. Since the complaints in the two 
cases are now joined in the Second Amended Complaint in the 
action that has been sent to Marin, Number BC 052395, and this 
the only operatiVe pleading in either case, I cannot imagine any 
prejudice resulting from completing the processing of the case 
file now in Marin while the other is enroute. You can file any 
documents from that file which you believe are necessary for 
consideration of!your position as exhibits with any motion, as 
can I. 

AS for the bond, I was informed last month by the Los 
Angeles Superior ;court accounting department that they had 
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Ford Greene, Esq., 
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Page 2 

inexplicably not received the transfer order. I furnished them 
copy of the order; and the bond is now being transferred to 
Marin. Since thelmoney is the Church's, and Was posted to 
support an injunction that has already been upheld on appeal, 
can rest assured that I will keep accurate track of where it is 
and what interestlit is accruing, against the day when it is 
returned. 

Since you have stated that you will not stipulate to the 
completeness of the file even if I supply every document that you 
have arbitrarily decreed "should be" a part of the file, because 
the transfer of Case Number BC 089642 is still pending, I will 
appear ex parte tomorrow, as noticed, to seek an order deeming 
the file complete.:  Timely notice of the ex parte was faxed to 
your office this morning. I will also seek sanctions against yo. 
and Mr. Armstrong for your deliberate delay. 

Sincerely, 

BOWL!, 4 MOXON 

r--- L"La rie J. Bartilson 

LJB:aeu 
cc: Andrew H. Wilson, Esq. 

Michael Lee Hertzberg, Esq. 
Paul Morantz,lEsq. 
Betty Posey, Marin Superior 

BY TBLIPA2 
BY TZLEPAx 
BY TELZTAX 

Court Clerk 
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P.2122E-ALIZEZICE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

) Ss. 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 	) 

am employied in the County of Los Angeles, State of 

California. I allover the nge of eighteen (18) years and not a 

party to the within action. My business address is 6255 Sunset 

Boulevard, suite 2000, Los Angeles, CA 90028. 

On August 9, 1994, I served the foregoing document described 

as REQUEST ?OR ENTRY OF DEFAULT on interested parties in this 

action, 

4 	 j) by placing the true copies thereof in sealed 
envelopes as stated on the attached mailing list: 

rx] by placing ( 3 the original [X3 true copies 
thereof in sealed envelopes addressed as follows: 

Paul Morantz 
P.O. Box 511 
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272 

Ford Greene 
HUB Law Offices 
711 Sir Francis Drake Blvd. 
San Anselmo, CA 94960'►1949 

Andrew H. Wilson 
WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 
235 Montgomery Street 
Suite 450 
san Francisco, California 94104 

Michael L. Hertzberg 
740 Broadway, 5th Floor, 
New York, New York 10003 

[X3 BY MAIL 

r 3 *1 deposited such envelope in the mail at LOA 
Angeles*, California. The envelope wee mailed with 
postage thereon fully prepaid. 

(X3 As follows: I am "readily familiar" with the 
firm‘s Practice of collection and processing 
correspordence for mailing. Under that practice it 
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would be deposited with U.S. postal service on that 
sane day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los 
Angeles,', California in the ordinary course of 
business. 	I am aware that on motion of party 
Served, service is 'presumed invalid if postal 
cancellation data or postage meter date is more 
than orai day after date of deposit for mailing an 
affidavit. 

Executed on August 9, 1994, at Los Angeles, California. 

( 1 **(BY PERSONAL SERVICE) 	I delivered such 
envelopes by hand to the offices of the addressees. 

Executed on 	 , at Los Angeles, Californi. 

(X) (State) I declare under penalty of the laws of 
the State of California that the above is true and 
correct. 

) (Federal) I declare that I am employe in the 
office of a member of the bar of 	is curt at 
whose direction the service was ma 

ilefi _ 1  zrL 4-, Wr LICYLe,  
Print or Type Name 	 Signatu•e 

• (By Mail, signature must be of person depositing 
envelope in mail slot, box or beg) 

*A (For personal service signature must be that of 
messenger) 





r. 

Andrew H. Wilson, S1 $ 063209 
VILSON, RYAN 4 CAMP/LONGO 
235 Montgomery Street 
Suite 450 
San Francisco, California 94104 
(415) 391.-3900 
Telefax: (415) 954-093s 

Laurie J. Sartilson, sNN # 139220 
BONUS 6 MOXON 
5255 Sunset 'Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Hollywood, CA. 90026 
(213) 463-4395 
Telefax: (233) 9533351 

Attorneys for Plaintiff and 
Cross-Defendant CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 

10 
Ford Greene 
HUB LAN OFFICES 
711 Sir Francis Drake Blvd. 

12 sAn anselmo, CA 94960 
(415) :58-0360 

13 Telefax; (415) 466-6318 

2 

3 

FILED 
SEP 0 7 1994 

MARIN COUNTY CLF 
BY: E. Kor--s• Devi t • 

14 Attorneys for Defendants 
GERALD ARMSTRONG and 

1,  I  GERALD ARMSTRCNG CORPORATION 

15 	 StFERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

17 	 FOR THE COUNTY OF MARIN 

18 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 	 ) CASE NO. 157 680 

19 INTERNATIONAL, a California not-  ) 
for-profit re1igicUs corporation, ) ORDER Re: 3oInT 

2 	 ) AppLIOATIoN FOR 
plaintiffst 	) cONSOLIDATiON 

21 
vs. 

22 
GERALD ARMSTRONG, MICHAEL WALToN, ) 

23 et al., 	 ) DATE: September 7, 1994 
DefendantS. 	) TIKE: 9:30 a.m. 

24     ) DEPT: 1 
GrAhLtAartsmonG, 

2 
Crcasio,Complainant, ) 

26 	 ) 
vs. 	 ) 

27 	 ) TRIAL DATE: 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 	 ) 

28 INTERNATIONAL, a California 	) 
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CE4 -033 
11001F.MAL 

COLLEEN Y. PALMER 

r  

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I declare that I am employed in the City and County of San 

Francisco, California- 

I am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the 

within entitled action. My business address is 235 Montgomery 

Street, Suite 450, San Francisco, California. 

I am readily familiar with Wilson, Ryan & Campilongo's practic 

for collection and processing of correspondence for mailing wit'-• 

the United States Postal Service. 

On September 7, 1994, I served the attached ORDER RE: JOINT 

APPLICATION FOR CONSOLIDATION and JOINT APPLICATION FOR 

CONSOLIDATION, on the following in said cause, by placing for  

deposit with the united States Postal Service on this day in tn 

ordinary course of business, true copies thereof enclosed in 

sealed envelopes. The envelopes were addressed as follows: 

Ford Greene, Esq. 
711 sir Francis Drake Blvd. 
San Anselmo, California 

Michael Walton 
707 Fawn Dr. 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the 

State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed at San Francisco, California on September 7, 1994 .  

TOTAL 
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ANOREW H. vrti..ZON 
STEPHEN C. RYAN' 
cHRySTOPNER TIONO 
ANNe R. WOODS 
LINDA N- FONG 

HAUNA T. RAJKow.t..1 
COWARD ZUSNIAN 
;At u-rafte.a,C. 

WILSON. RYAN & CAMPILONGO 

A pRoyitssioNAL LAW C.011P0716.710N 

24.011-roONCEHY STPRET, SUITE 450 
watjasicisc,o, c...Amapo12Nr..6. 9 4104 

(415) 391-3900 
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This document is being transmitted from a Hewlett Packard FAX-900 Automatic Telecopier.. Telecopier phone nuin 
is (415) 954-0938. If you do not receive the complete document, please call (415) 391-3900 ext. 218 as soon as possiCl7 

Thank you. 
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SENT BY: 

  

  

NOTE: 	 Pe  -i1 

Total Number of Pages (including cover letter): 	 

CHECK ONE: 

0 	Document is also being transtritted by mail 

  

0 	Document is being transmitted by telecopier iii l.: 

O Mail 0 Telecopier 0 Other 	  

O Mall ❑ Telecopier 0 Other 	  

O Mail 0 Telecopier 0 Other 	  

Our File Number: 	  

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information Fontaincd in this facsimile transmission from the law firm of Wilson, Ryan & Campilong0 is 
may also be legally privileged as an attorney-client communication and/or otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable law. The information is intc-d 
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